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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responding to application amendments filed on 2-27-2009. 
Claims 1 -3, 5,11,13- 19, 26 - 32 are pending. Claims 1 - 3, 5, 11, 13 - 19, 26, 28 « 
V \ • o \ ^ ^ * o J " rns 4, 6 - 10, 12, 20 - 25, 33 - 40 have been cancelled. 
Claims 1,13, 26, 32 are independent. This application was filed on 12-30-2003. 

2. The 112 rejection has been withdrawn due to claim amendments. 

3. The 101 rejection has been withdrawn due to claim amendments. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments have been fully considered but are moot based on new 
grounds of rejection. 

Specification Objection 

5. The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for 
the claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1.75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01 (o). Correction 
of the following is required: Claims 1, 13, 26 are objected as "computer readable 
storage medium" is not defined clearly in the specification, so that the meaning of the 
term in the claims is not ascertainable by reference to the specification. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 
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6. Claims 1 - 3, 5, 13 - 18, 28, 28-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as 
being unpatentable over Paroz (US Patent No. 6,587,125) in view of Beged-Dov et aL 
(US Patent No. 6,983,328) and further in view of Brewer et aL (US Patent No. 
5,786,818) 

Regarding Claim 1, Paroz discloses a system embodied on a computer readable 
storage medium that facilitates controlling a computing device, comprising a local agent 
component that receives local input device data from one or more local input devices of 
a local system and routes the local input device data to a remote system for the control 
thereof with the one or more local input devices. (Paroz col 5, II 30-35: software 
(mediation) components; sends updated information about the state of first computing 
device (remote) to second computing device (local); col 5, II 41-45: receives control 
input from said mediation system (communicates with local) and executes it on first 
computing device (remote); control first computing device (remote) from second 
computing device (local); col 5, II 17-23: remotely controlling a first computing device 
from a second computing device; local (second) system controls remote (first) system; 
col 7, II 5-1 1 : components of present invention, local server, mediator program) 

Paroz does not explicitly disclose a switching location and local system to remote 
system clipboard transmissions. 

However, Brewer discloses a switching location on a user interface, wherein locating a 
user interface pointer within the switching location signals to switch the local input data 
to the remote system . (Brewer col 2, il 35-37: position data or location used to set 
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focus; col 4, 1 68 - col S, I 21 : eliminate need to click to establish "focus" or control, place 
cursor on exposed portion of a background window to change focus to that window) 
Focus is a situation where a window is placed into the foreground or currently given 
control of console and responds to commands from mouse or keyboard. (Brewer col 
1 , 62-65) Switching location is equivalent to a window being given control of 
commands within computing environment. 

And, Beged-Dov discloses wherein the local a g ent component tra nsmits content from a 

local clipb oard at the local system to the remote system upon detectin g that the content 

has been copied to the local clipboard. (Beged-Dov col 3 I 63 - col 4, 1 2: using a 

clipboard for copy and paste; col 4, II 39-50: copy function; col 5, II 36-49: past function; 

col 3 I 63 - col 4, 1 2: using a clipboard for copy and paste) 

In re Venner, 262 F.2d 91 , 95, 120 USPQ 193, 194 (CCPA 1958) (Appellant argued 
that claims to a permanent mold casting apparatus for molding trunk pistons were 
allowable over the prior art because the claimed invention combined "old permanent- 
mold structures together with a timer and solenoid which automatically actuates the 
known pressure valve system to release the inner core after a predetermined time 
has elapsed." The court held that broadly providing an automatic or mechanical 
means to replace a manua! activity which accomplished the same result is not 
sufficient to distinguish over the prior art.). 

Detecting the clipboard data is the same whether manual or automatic. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Paroz to a 
switching location as taught by Brewer, and to modify Paroz-Brewerfor local system to 
remote system clipboard transmissions as taught by Beged-Dov. One of ordinary skill 
in the art would have been motivated to employ the teachings of Brewer for a 
convenient method to bring a background window to the foreground in mouse 
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manipulation procedures such as drag and drop (Brewer coi 6, II 17-31), and to employ 
the teachings of Beged-Dov in order for a method and system to facilitate the efficient 
and secure transfer of resources (Beged-Dov col 1 , II 19-20; col 2, II 4-6). 

Regarding Claim 2, Paroz discloses the system of claim 1 , the local agent component 
further receives a signal from the remote system to cease routing the local input device 
data to the remote system , the signal triggered by locating a second user interface 
pointer at t he remote system within a second switching location on a user interface of 
the remote system . (Paroz col 5, II 17-23: second (local) system controls first (remote) 
system; col 5, II 30-35: mediator (local agent) receives control input; coi 5, II 41-45: 
receives control input and executes (routes) on first computing device (remote)) 
Paroz does not explicitly disclose triggering switching location by position. 

However, Brewer discloses wherein triggered by locating a second user interface 
pointer at the remot e system.within a interface of 

the remote system . (Brewer col 2, li 35-37: position data or location used to set focus; 
coi 4, 1 66 - col 5, 1 21 : eliminate need to click to establish "focus" or control, place cursor 
on exposed portion of a background window to change focus to that window, position of 
mouse in remote system window switches focus or control) 
Motivation to modify Paroz as taught by Brewer is stated in Claim 1 above. 

Regarding Claim 3, Paroz discloses the system of claim 1 , the local input device data 
is used by the remote system along with remote input device data of one or more 
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remote input devices to facilitate control of the remote system, using at least one of the 
one or more local input devices, the one or more remote input devices, or a combination 
of one or more of the local and remote input devices. (Paroz col 5, II 17-23: a system for 
controlling a first computing device (remote) from a second computing device (local); col 
5, II 30-35: sends updated information about the state of first computing device to 
equivalent or second computing device) 

Regarding Claim 5, Paroz discloses the system of claim 1 , further comprising a remote 
agent component of the remote system in communication with the local agent 
component to facilitate control of the remote system through the remote agent 
component, the remote agent component signals the local agent component to 
disengage control of the remote system via the one or more local input devices by 
routing the local input device data for processing only by the local system. (Paroz col 9, 
II 39-44: visual status monitor monitors GUI events; determine whether to generate a 
message to the mediator for the second computing device (local); col 9, il 21-25: 
handlers for events received from local program; handlers for events occurring on 
second computing device) 

Regarding Claim 13, Paroz discloses a system that facilitates control of a second 
computing system with a first computing system, comprising: 

a first agent programmed on the first computing system that receives local input 
device data from a local input device; (Paroz col 5, Si 30-35: mediation system 
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(communicates with local agent); receives control input from second computing 
system (first agent)) 

Furthermore, Paroz discloses a second agent of the second computing system that 
communicates with the first agent to facilitate control of the second computing 
system, the local input device triggers routing of the local input device data by the 
first computer executable agent to the second computer executable agent. 

(Paroz col 4, II 61-65: software component on first computing device (second 
agent) monitors input events from second computing device (first agent); col 5, II 
17-23: second (local) system controls first (remote) system: col 5, II 30-35: 
mediator (local agent) receives control input; col 5, II 41-45: receives control input 
and executes (routes) on first computing device (remote)) 

Paroz does not explicitly disclose a location associated with switching. 
However, Brewer discloses wherein trigger is based on a location of a pointer 
associated with. a..u (Brewer col 2, II 35-37: position data or location 

used to set focus; col 4, 1 66 - col 5, 1 21: eliminate need to click to establish "focus" 
or control, place cursor on exposed portion of a background window to change focus 
to that window) 

And, Beged-Dov discloses wherein the first agent transmits clipboard information 
copied from the first computing system to the second agent to facilitate sharing of 
clipboard data between the first and second systems. (Beged-Dov col 3 I 63 - col 4, 
I 2: using a clipboard for copy and paste; col 4, II 39-50: copy function; col 5, II 36-49: 
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past function; col 3 I 63 - col 4, i 2: using a clipboard for copy and paste) 

Motivation to modify Paroz as taught by Brewer is stated in Claim 1 above. 
Motivation to modify Paroz as taught by Beged-Dov is stated in Claim 1 above. 

Regarding Claim 14, Paroz discloses the system of claim 13, wherein locating the 

pointer to coincide with an area location within the user interface triggers the first agent 
to route the input device data to the second computing system. (Paroz col 5, II 17-23: 
second (local) system controls first (remote) system; col 5, II 30-35: mediator (local 
agent) receives control input; col 5, II 41-45: receives control input and executes 
(routes) on first computing device (remote)) 

Paroz does not explicitly disclose a switching area. However, Brewer discloses a 
switching area. (Brewer col 2, 1! 35-37: position data or location used to set focus; col 4, 
I 66 - col 5, 1 21 : eliminate need to dick to establish "focus" or control, place cursor on 
exposed portion of a background window to change focus to that window) 
Motivation to modify Paroz as taught by Brewer is stated in Claim 1 above. 

Regarding Claim 15, Paroz discloses the system of claim 14, the switching area 
location is determined manually by a user who configures the physical orientation of the 
second computing system with respect to the first computing system. (Paroz col 9, II 39- 
44: visual status monitor monitors GUI events (mouse dicks, window focus): determine 
whether to generate a message to the mediator for the second computing device (local); 
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coi 9, II 21-25: handlers for events received from local program; handlers for events 

occurring on second computing device) 

Paroz does not explicitly disclose a switching area. 

However, Brewer discloses wherein a first switching area location is determined on a 
user interface of the first computing system and second switching area is determined on 
a display of the second computing system. (Brewer coi 2, II 35-37: position data or 
location used to set focus; col 4, 1 66 - co! 5, ! 21 : eliminate need to click to establish 
"focus" or control, place cursor on exposed portion of a background window to change 
focus to that window) 

Motivation to modify Paroz as taught by Brewer is stated in Claim 1 above. 

Regarding Claim 16, Paroz discloses the system of claim 14, a first and second 
computing system. (Paroz col 9, II 39-44: visual status monitor monitors GUI events 
(mouse clicks, window focus); determine whether to generate a message to the 
mediator for the second computing device (local); col 9, II 21-25: handlers for events 
received from local program; handlers for events occurring on second computing 
device) 

Paroz does not explicitly disclose a switching area. 

However, Brewer discloses wherein the switching area is determined automatically by 
the physical orientation of the second system with respect to first system, first agent 
determines placement of switching area on a user Interface of first system based on 
determined physical orientation . (Brewer col 2, II 35-37: position data or location used 



Application/Control Number: 10/750,028 Page 10 

Art Unit: 2443 

to set focus; col 4, 1 68 - col 5, 1 21 : eliminate need to click to establish "focus" or control, 
place cursor on exposed portion of a background window to change focus to that 
window) 

Motivation to modify Paroz as taught by Brewer is stated in Claim 1 above. 

Regarding Claim 17, Paroz discloses the system of claim 13, the first agent routes the 
local input device data based upon location of a pointer associated with a remote input 
device of the second computing system. (Paroz col 5, II 17-23: second (local) system 
controls first (remote) system; col 5, II 30-35: mediator (local agent) receives control 
input; col 5, II 41-45: receives control input and executes (routes) on first computing 
device (remote); window in foreground is control window) 

Paroz does not explicitly disclose a switching area. 

However, Brewer discloses wherein pointer location matching a location of a display 
element of the second system triggering the second agent to signal the first agent to 
route the input data to the first local system only. (Brewer col 2, II 35-37: position data 
or location used to set focus; col 4, 1 66 - coi 5, i 21 : eliminate need to click to establish 
"focus" or control, place cursor on exposed portion of a background window to change 
focus to that window) 

Motivation to modify Paroz as taught by Brewer is stated in Claim 1 above. 

Regarding Claim 18, Paroz discloses the system of claim 13, the first agent facilitates 
copying data from the first computing system to the second computing system. (Paroz 
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col 5, II 17-23: a system for controlling a first computing device (remote) from a second 
computing device (local); col 5, II 30-35: sends updated information about the state of 
first computing device to equivalent or second computing device) 
Paroz does not explicitly disclose copying of clipboard between systems. However, 
Beged-Dov discloses copying of clipboard data from the first system to second system 
by encapsulating the clipboard data and transmitting the encapsulated clipboard data, 
verifies that the clipboard data can be copied to the second computing system. (Beged- 
Dov col 3 I 63 - col 4, 1 2: using a clipboard for copy and paste; col 4, II 39-50: copy 
function; col 5, II 36-49: past function; col 3 I 63 - col 4, 1 2: using a clipboard for copy 
and paste; col 4, II 30-33: verifies user identity at copy system (first system); col 5, II 17- 
18: verifies user identity at paste system (second system)) 
Motivation to modify Paroz as taught by Beged-Dov is stated in Claim 1 above. 

Regarding Claim 26, Paroz discloses a method for controlling a computer, the method 
comprising: 

a) employing a processor executing computer-executable instructions stored on a 
computer-readable storage me^ following acts; (Paroz col 7, 
II 42-46: second computing system (local) can be a personal computer; implies a 
processor for system operations; col 7, II 5-1 1 : components of present invention, 
local server, mediator program) 

b) receiving input device data and associated with a first agent of a first computing 
system, programmed to receive and switch the at least one of input device data; 
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(Paroz col 4, II 56-60: software component (first agent) on first computing device 
monitors events from the first computing device) 

Paroz does not disclose a switching location. 
However, Brewer discloses 

c) designating at least on e switching location within a user interface of the first 
computing system ; d) determining when a location of a pointer associated with 
the user interface coincides with the at least one switching location; e) routing 
the input device data to a second computing system based upon the input device 
data upon determining that the location of the pointer coincides with the at least 
one switch ing location. (Brewer co! 2, il 35-37: position data or location used to 
set focus; col 4, 1 66 - col 5, 1 21 : eliminate need to click to establish "focus" or 
control, place cursor on exposed portion of a background window to change 
focus to that window) 

Motivation to modify Paroz as taught by Brewer is stated in Claim 1 above. 

Paroz does not explicitly disclose receiving clipboard data. 
However, Beged-Dov discloses: 

f) determining that content at the fir st system has been copied to a local clipboard ; 
g) transmitting the conte nt from the local clipboard to a remote clipboard at the 
second system upon detecting that the content has been copied to the local 
clipboard . (Beged-Dov col 3 i 63 - col 4, \ 2: using a clipboard for copy and 
paste; col 4, II 39-50: copy function; col 5, Si 36-49: past function; col 3 I 63 - col 4, 
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I 2: using a clipboard for copy and paste) 

Motivation to modify Paroz as taught by Beged-Dov is stated in Ciaim 1 above. 

Detecting the clipboard data is the same whether manual or automatic. 

Regarding Claim 28, Paroz discloses the method of claim 26, further comprising 

tracking a location of the second computing system such that placement of the second 

computing system within a working area to the first computing system causes the first 

agent to automatically facilitate control of the second system. (Paroz col 9, II 39-44: 

visual status monitor monitors GUI events (mouse clicks, window focus); determine 

whether to generate a message to the mediator for the second computing device (local); 

col 9, II 21-25: handlers for events received from local program; handlers for events 

occurring on second computing device) 

Specification page 13 discloses within working area sets up a network connection 
between the two systems. Once connected the two systems operate as a first 
system controlling a second system. 

Regarding Claim 29, Paroz discloses the method of claim 26, further comprising 
designating the first computing system to trigger routing of the input device data to 
second system, the one or more locations on user interface include at least one of a 
display element and an icon. (Paroz col 5, !l 17-23: second (local) system controls first 
(remote) system; col 5, li 30-35: mediator (local agent) receives control input; coi 5, II 
41-45: receives control input and executes (routes) on first computing device (remote); 
coi 1, 11 1-4: analyze first computing device's user interface (GUI, display, icons); creates 
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a equivalent second user interface and sends second user interface to second 
computing device; coi 9, ii 21-25: handlers for events received from local program; 
handlers for events occurring on second computing device) 

Paroz does not explicitly disclose a switching area or location. 
However, Brewer discloses one or more switching locations on a display screen 
wherein placement of a user interface pointer associated with the first monitoring device 
within the switching lo cation instructs the first agent to route the input device data to the 
second computing system. (Brewer col 2, II 35-37: position data or location used to set 
focus; col 4, 1 68 - col 5, 1 21 : eliminate need to click to establish "focus" or control, place 
cursor on exposed portion of a background window to change focus to that window) 
Motivation to modify Paroz as taught by Brewer is stated in Claim 1 above. 

Regarding Claim 30, Paroz discloses the method of claim 26. (Paroz coi 5, II 17-23: a 
system for controlling a first computing device (remote) from a second computing device 
(local)) Paroz does not explicitly disclose the routing of the clipboard data to a second 
system. However, Beged-Dov discloses wherein routing of the clipboard data includes 
encapsulating clipboard data and transmitting encapsulated clipboard data to the 
second system. (Beged-Dov col 3 I 63 - coi 4, 1 2: using a clipboard for copy and paste; 
coi 4, II 39-50: copy function; col 5, SI 36-49: past function; col 3 I 63 - coi 4, 1 2: using a 
clipboard for copy and paste) 

Motivation to modify Paroz as taught by Beged-Dov is stated in Claim 1 above. 
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Regarding Claim 31, Paroz discloses the method of claim 26. (Paroz col 5, II 17-23: a 
system for controlling a first computing device (remote) from a second computing device 
(local)) Paroz does not explicitly disclose authenticating second system before 
transmitting clipboard data. However, Beged-Dov discloses wherein authenticating the 
second system before transmitting clipboard data, and authentication and transmitting 
are performed one of automatically or manually. (Beged-Dov col 3 I 63 - col 4, 1 2: 
using a clipboard for copy and paste; col 4, II 39-50: copy function; col 5, II 36-49: past 
function; col 3 I 63 - col 4, 1 2: using a clipboard for copy and paste; col 4, II 30-33: 
verifies user identity at copy system (first system); col 5, II 17-18: verifies user identity at 
paste system (second system)) 

Motivation to modify Paroz as taught by Beged-Dov is stated in Claim 1 above, 

7. Claims 1 1 , 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Paroz~"Beged«Dov"-Brewer and further in view of Deshpande (US Patent No. 
7,171,444). 

Regarding Claim 11, Paroz discloses the system of claim 1 the local agent component 
facilitates an interface on the local system to control the remote system. (Paroz col 5, II 
17-23: a system for controlling a first computing device (remote) from a second 
computing device (local); col 5, II 37-40: visual status monitoring system (display, user 
interface) detects changes in the status of first computing system (remote) and transfers 
those changes to second computing device (local)) 

Paroz does not explicitly disclose a touch pad interface. However, Deshpande 
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discloses emulation of a touch pad interface. (Deshpande col 1, II 23-27: touch screen) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Paroz for a 
touch pad interface as taught by Deshpande. One of ordinary skill in the art would 
have been motivated to employ the teachings of Deshpande to provide adequate 
playback by eliminating bandwidth constraints. (Deshpande col 2, II 42-47) 

Regarding Claim 27, Paroz discloses the method of claim 26, further comprising a 
display of the first computing system to facilitate control of the second computing 
system. (Paroz col 5, II 37-40: visual status monitoring (display); detects changes in 
state of first computing device (second computing system) and sends those changes for 
transfer to second computing device (first computing device)) Paroz does not explicitly 
disclose a touch pad. However, Deshpande discloses a touch pad. (Deshpande col 1 , 
II 23-27: touch screen) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Paroz to use 
a touch pad as taught by Deshpande. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been 
motivated to employ the teachings of Deshpande in order to provide adequate playback 
by eliminating bandwidth constraints. (Deshpande col 2, II 42-47) 

8. Claims 19, 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Paroz-"Beged-Dov"-Brewer and further in view of Kawamura et al. (US Patent No. 
6,602,207). 
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Regarding Claim 19, Paroz discloses the system of claim 13, the first agent of a first 

computing system and a second computing system such that deployment of the second 

system within a working area of the first system automatically facilitates control of the 

second system by the user via the first system. (Paroz col 9, II 39-44: visual status 

monitor monitors GUi events (mouse clicks, window focus); determine whether to 

generate a message to the mediator for the second computing device (local); col 9, II 

21-25: handlers for events received from local program; handlers for events occurring 

on second computing device) 

Specification page 13 discloses within working area sets up a network connection 
between the two systems. Once connected the two systems operate as a first 
system controlling a second system. 

Paroz does not explicitly disclose coupled to an associations database. 

However, Kawamura discloses wherein coupled to database of associations between a 

user, first and second systems. (Kawamura col 6, 1 65 - col 7, \ 8: information stored in 

agent profile (agent attributes); information with regard to whether individual platforms 

are capable of accepting and activating an agent; col 32, SI 23-31 : storage of platform 

profile and agent profile; can be stored in a centralized or distributed manner (agent 

profile for each agent is part of each agent or in a central store)) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Paroz where 

coupled to an associations database comprising associations information between 

users and systems as taught by Kawamura, One of ordinary skill in the art would have 

been motivated to employ the teachings of Kawamura to perform highly efficient 



Application/Control Number: 10/750,028 Page 18 

Art Unit: 2443 

information processing that is responsive to changes in situation, (see Kawamura col 8, 
II 36-43) 



Regarding Claim 32, Paroz discloses a system embodied on a computer-readable 
storage medium that facilitates controlling a computing system, comprising: 
a) means for providing an agent for a first system, which agent receives input 
device data of one or more input devices of the first system; (Paroz col 5, II 1 7- 
23: second (local) system controls first (remote) system; col 5, II 30-35: mediator 
(local agent) receives control input) 
d) means for signaling the agent to route the input device data to at least a second 
system; (Paroz col 5, II 17-23: second (local) system controls first (remote) 
system; col 5, II 30-35: mediator (local agent) receives control input; col 5, II 41- 
45: receives control input and executes (routes) on first computing device 
(remote)) 

d) means for routing the input device data to the second system for processing; 

(Paroz col 5, II 41-45: receives control input and executes (routes) on first 
computing device (remote)) 

e) means for presenting objects displayed by the second system, on a display of the 
first system; (Paroz col 7, II 16-23: monitors the user interface output from the 
local program and sends appropriate output to the remote computing device) 

f) means for controlling the second system via the display of the first system. 
(Paroz col 7, II 16-23: monitors the user interface output from the local program 
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and sends appropriate output to the remote computing device) 

Paroz discloses a user thereof to automatically facilitate control of the second 
system via the first system. (Paroz col 5, II 17-23: a system for controlling a first 
computing device (remote) from a second computing device (local); col 5, II 30-35: 
sends updated information about the state of first computing device to equivalent or 
second computing device; col 5, II 41-45: receives control input and executes 
(routes) on first computing device (remote)) 

Paroz does not explicitly disclose an associations database comprising associations 
information between users and local and remote systems. 
However, Kawamura discloses: 

b) means for accessing a database of associations between the first system, at 
least a second system; (Kawamura col 6, 1 65 - col 7, 1 6: information stored in 
agent profile (agent attributes); information with regard to whether individual 
platforms are capable of accepting and activating an agent; col 32, II 23-31 : 
storage of platform profile and agent profile; can be stored in a centralized or 
distributed manner (agent profile for each agent is part of each agent or in a 
central store)) 

Motivation to modify Paroz as taught by Kawamura is stated in Claim 19 above. 

Paroz does not explicitly disclose a switching location. 
However, Brewer discloses 

c) wherein means for determining that a pointer associated with a user interface of 
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the first system has been located to a designated switching location within the 
user interface : means for signaling the agent to route the input device data to the 
at least a second system upon determining that the pointer has been located to 
the designated switch ing location. (Brewer col 2, IS 35-37: position data or 
location used to set focus: co! 4, i 66 - col 5, 1 21 : eliminate need to click to 
establish "focus" or control, place cursor on exposed portion of a background 
window to change focus to that window) 
Motivation to modify Paroz as taught by Brewer is stated in Claim 1 above. 

Paroz does not explicitly disclose local system to remote system clipboard 
transmissions. However, Beged-Dov discloses: 

g) means for automatically routing clipboard content from first system to remote 
clipboard at second system, the second system including a second agent that 
verifies that the clipboard content can be received at the second system. 

(Beged -Dov col 3 I 63 - col 4, 1 2: using a clipboard for copy and paste; col 4, II 
39-50: copy function; co! 5, II 36-49: past function; col 3 I 63 - col 4, 1 2: using a 
clipboard for copy and paste; co! 4, i! 30-33: verifies user identity at copy system 
(first system); col 5, II 17-18: verifies user identity at paste system (second 
system)) 

Motivation to modify Paroz as taught by Beged-Dov is stated in Claim 1 above. 



Conclusion 
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Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kyung Hye Shin whose telephone number is (571)272- 
3920. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:30 am - 6 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tonia L. Dollinger can be reached on (571) 272-4170. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Kyung Hye Shin 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2443 

KHS 

May 18, 2009 

/J Bret Dennison/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2443 



